September 18, 1996

Whereas, Andalex Resources is now propos-
ing an underground coal mine on existing
federal and school trust leases located in the
Smoky Hollow area at the southern tip of
the Kaiparowits coalfield, and the federal
government has formally and officially de-
termined that this area clearly and obvi-
ously does not qualify for wilderness des-
ignation; and

Whereas, The state of Utah Division of Oil,
Gas and Mining has approved the Smoky
Hollow Mine Permit Application Package
and has determined that the mine can be
constructed, operated and reclaimed in ac-
cordance with all necessary state and federal
environmental protection laws and regula-
tions; and

Whereas, The Utah Public Education Coali-
tion, the Utah School Trust Administration,
the Utah Association of Counties, and the
Utah State Legislature have gone on record
in support of responsible development of the
Smoky Hollow coal reserves as is now being
proposed by Andalex; therefore be it

Resolved, That the Utah Public Education
Coalition hereby reaffirms its strong support
for responsible development of the Smoky
Hollow coal resources as proposed by
Andalex; and be it further

Resolved, That the Utah Public Education
Coalition supports and advocated an ex-
change of scattered School Trust coal lands
located within the Kaiparowits wilderness
study areas and the Alton unsuitability area
for a block of land located in the Smoky Hol-
low area which could be developed as part of
the Smoky Hollow underground coal mining
operation; and be it further

Resolved, That the Utah Public Education
Coalition urges the Board of Trustees of the
School and Institutional Trust Lands Ad-
ministration, the Utah Governor’s office, and
Utah’s congressional delegation to jointly
petition the US Department of Interior to
expedite this exchange on an equal-value
basis, subject to valid existing rights, as
being in the best and highest interest of
Utah’s public education system and the peo-
ple of the state of Utah and the United
States.

Linda M. Sarkinson, Utah PTA; Brent
Thurie, Utah School Superintendents
Association; Mossi W. White, Utah
School Boards Association; W. Lee
Glad, Utah Association of Elementary
School Principals; Janet A. Cannon,
Utah State Board of Education; Phil
Oyler, Utah Association of Secondary
School Principals; Scott W. Bean, Utah
State Office of Education; Kelly Atkin-
son, Utah School Employees Associa-
tion; Phyllis Sorensen, Utah Education
Association.

THE VERY BAD DEBT BOXSCORE

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, at the
close of business yesterday, Tuesday,
September 17, 1996 the Federal debt
stood at $5,190,807,990,011.88.

Five years ago, September 17, 1991,
the Federal debt stood at
$3,625,799,000,000.

Ten years ago, September 17, 1986,
the Federal debt stood at
$2,106,475,000,000.

Fifteen years ago, September 17, 1981,
the Federal debt stood at
$976,369,000,000.

Twenty-five years ago, September 17,

1971, the Federal debt stood at
$415,338,000,000. This reflects an in-
crease of more than $4 trillion

($4,775,469,990,011.88) during the 25 years
from 1971 to 1996.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE

AIR BAG SAFETY AND
EFFECTIVENESS

Mr. PRESSLER. Mr. President, | rise
to make a few remarks concerning
child passenger vehicle occupant pro-
tection.

Earlier this year, the Senate Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation held an oversight hear-
ing on the safety and effectiveness of
driver side and passenger side air bags.
At the hearing, we learned that gen-
erally air bags are safe. They are cred-
ited with saving approximately 900
lives since 1987 and with reducing the
severity of injury in many more in-
stances. So it is abundantly clear that
air bags are an important automotive
safety device.

Unfortunately, there is a downside to
air bag use. While usually minor in na-
ture, in some cases they cause injuries.
In the worst cases, they have caused
death. This is especially true in the
case of children with some data show-
ing two children die because of a pas-
senger side air bag deployment for
every one saved by the deployment.

The Committee’s oversight hearing
highlighted issues like this and also ex-
plored actions underway at the Na-
tional Highway Traffic Safety Admin-
istration (NHTSA) to improve child
passenger safety. At the hearing, |
stressed the need to publicize the im-
portance of putting child safety seats
in the back seat and not in a passenger
seat equipped with an air bag.

Subsequent to our hearing, | was
pleased that a coalition was formed to
alert the public of passenger side air
bag dangers to infants and children. |
also have followed closely the initia-
tives at NHTSA to change federal air
bag requirements, encourage the intro-
duction of new air bag technology, and
improve child restraint system per-
formance.

These steps are needed and they hold
promise for child passenger safety im-

provements. However, more com-
prehensive action is needed.
Yesterday, the National Transpor-

tation Safety Board (NTSB) released
the findings of its 2-year child occu-
pant safety study. Pointing to the dan-
gers and risks to children posed by pas-
senger-side air bags and improperly
used child restraint systems, the NTSB
called on NHTSA, State Governors, and
automobile manufacturers to take
steps to address continuing safety
problems.

For instance, the NTSB study found
inadequacies in NHTSA’s proposed
rulemaking on smart air bags and air
bag warning labels. On August 1, 1996,
NHTSA proposed changes to federal air
bag requirements to encourage the in-
troduction of new air bag technology.
If automobile manufacturers do not
provide the so-called smart air bags,
the NHTSA proposal would require
manufacturers to post new and more
prominent air bag warning labels in-
side the vehicle.

The safety study, however, concluded
that the NHTSA proposal will not ac-
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celerate the development of more intel-
ligent systems. As a result of its review
of the proposed rulemaking, the NTSB
called on NHTSA to do more to encour-
age automobile manufacturers to in-
stall intelligent air bag systems and
specifically recommended that NHTSA
establish an implementation time-
table.

In another area, the NTSB safety
study investigated air bag deployment
rates and recommended that NHTSA'’s
technical air bag deployment threshold
standards be reevaluated. The rec-
ommendation urges the consideration
of technical standards for less aggres-
sive air bag deployment, particularly
for those on the passenger side of
motor vehicles.

Its my recollection that NHTSA has
said the technology for less aggressive
air bag deployment currently is not
available. However, technically it can
be done. Canada, as | understand it, is
on the verge of requiring less aggres-
sive deployment standards for air bags
in any car sold in Canada. Until
“smart’” air bags are available, this
may be the best interim solution and
NHTSA should carefully investigate
this possibility. The NTSB rec-
ommendations make clear the lack of
testing that was done prior to putting
passenger side air bags into the auto-
motive fleet.

The NTSB also asked NHTSA to re-
vise several motor vehicle safety
standards governing air bags and pas-
senger restraint systems. As revisions
are made, testing and performance
standards that reflect an actual acci-
dent environment must be developed.

Quick action on these recommenda-
tions is required because there are
nearly 22 million vehicles currently on
the road with passenger-side air bags.
NHTSA'’s proposed rulemaking will not
affect these vehicles. Also, an esti-
mated 13 million additional vehicles
will be sold yearly before the new
standards take effect.

Something must be done to protect
children in vehicles like these. Changes
in air bag deployment rates and the in-
stallation of on-off deployment switch-
es are two of the options that could be
evaluated.

The NTSB’s safety study also ex-
plores in detail the difficulties parents
and care givers have in securing a child
restraint system properly in vehicles.
Inadequacies in the design of child re-
straint systems themselves and the
need to improve seatbelt fit for chil-
dren were singled out by the NTSB as
an area in which safety improvements
can be made.

These problems warrant action and |
encourage NHTSA to act swiftly on the
NTSB recommendations. | will con-
tinue to follow this safety issue closely
and plan on holding a hearing early in
the next Congress to examine the
NTSB’s safety study.

Mr. President, finally we need to get
a simple message to parents. We must
tell parents that until less aggressive
passenger side air bags or ‘“‘smart’ air



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-06-12T15:13:25-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




